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Cenomyce ccespititia. Not common. 

- sparassa. Common. 

- alcicornis. 1 I join these two together, as I confess my- 

- endivicefolia. j self unable to distinguish them ; the tufts 

of hair at the edges of the frond (the main difference depended on) 
appear to me not sufficient to keep them distinct. In a specimen 
of alcicornis, which I have from the Unio Itineraria of Strasbourg, 
and which, according to the character of the plant, ought to have 
marginal tufts of hairs, I can distinguish none. If the true al¬ 
cicornis always has tufts of hairs, I have never gathered it. The 
plant without them, and which I suppose therefore would be called 
endivicefolia , is not common about Barmouth, though occasionally 
met with. It grows in great beauty upon the rocks at Lydstep in 
Pembrokeshire, but rare in fruit. 

- - cervicornis . I never met with this in so beautiful a state 

as at Llyn Howel. 

- pyxidata. Common. 

-- verticillata. Scarce : rocks to the south of Gwastad- 

annos. 

- fimbriata. Not common. 

-- radiata . Rhinog F&ch. 

- cornuta. 

-- gracilis. 

- filiformis . 

- deformis. Not common. 

- coccifera. 

-- bellidiflora. Moel Diffws. 

Pycnothelia papillaria. Scarce : Gelli Rhud. 


VI .—Notes on Mr. Blyth’s List of Birds from the vicinity of 
Calcutta. By H. E. Strickland, M.A. 

The € Annals of Natural History’ have seldom contained orni¬ 
thological papers of greater value than that by Mr. E. Blyth in the 
Nos. for August and September of the present year. While ob¬ 
servations on the habits of the commonest British birds have been 
published and republished till the subject is quite exhausted, we 
are wholly ignorant of the food, habits, nidification and anatomy 
of the majority of foreign species. The zoological treasures of 
India have been till within the last ten years most unaccountably 
neglected, and in many cases our knowledge on the subject was 
worse than none, it was incomplete and inaccurate. A better 
day has now dawned; British officers in India have discovered 
that by studying the wonders of tropical nature they may get 
through the day more pleasantly than by indulging in indolence, 
and consequently the natural history of that country will ere long 
be as thoroughly investigated as that of the British Isles. 

The appointment of a well-qualified zoologist like Mr. Blyth, 
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versed in the literature of zoology and a good observer of facts, 
to the curatorship of the Asiatic Society's Museum at Calcutta, 
has been a fortunate event for Indian natural history. Much had 
indeed been effected by the labours of Franklin, Sykes, Jerdon, 
Elliot, Hodgson and others, but their observations were in many 
cases unreduced , and we look to Mr. Blytli to correct their syno¬ 
nymy and to incorporate their facts into the exact systems of 
modern zoology. 

In India, however, the best zoologists lie under a disadvantage 
from the want of scientific works, while their fellow-labourers at 
home are equally inconvenienced by the scarcity of authenticated 
specimens from India, so that many doubts arise in connexion 
with the identification of species. In order to the clearing up of 
some of these, I subjoin such remarks and queries as have oc¬ 
curred to me in perusing Mr. Blyth's paper, and shall feel grate¬ 
ful to him or any other zoologist who can throw light upon them. 

No. 1 of Mr. Blyth’s list (Annals, vol. xii. p. 90) for alexandrinus 
read alexandri. 

3. Paleornis bengalensis ; the earliest legitimate name for this is 
P. cyanocephalus (Lin.). 

6. Does Mr. Blyth here imply that the Hobby of Bengal is really 
the Falco subbuteo (and not F. aldrovandi , as he supposed in Journ. 
As. Soc. Beng. vol. xi. p. 161), or does F. aldrovandi also inhabit 
Bengal ? 

In the Journ. As. Soc. Beng. vol. xi. p. 789, Mr. Blyth says that 
the Falco bengalensis , Briss., of India is distinct from the so-called 
Hierax (it should not be written lerax) ccerulescens of Java and the 
Malay countries. If this be so, the Indian bird is the true Falco 
ccerulescens of Linnaeus (founded on Edwards, pi. 108), and the Ma¬ 
lay species might be called Hierax malayensis. An exact description 
of the Indian bird is desirable, as most of the specimens in our mu¬ 
seums are Malayan. 

9. The “Astur” dussumieri, as well as the Australian A . approxi- 
mans and A. cruentus , belong unquestionably to Accipiter and not to 
Astur , as is evident on comparing them with the types of these two 
genera. I consider A. dussumieri to be the Falco badius , Gm. (Brown, 
Ill. Zool. pi. 3), and the latter specific name should therefore be used. 

16. Spizaetus niveus belongs to the genus Limnaetus , Vig. The 
true Spizaetus of Vieillot is an American genus. 

(The Spizaetus albogularis , Flyth, Journ. As. Soc. Beng. vol. xi. 
p.456, is the Asturkieneri, Geoff. St. Hilaire in ‘Magazin de Zoologie/ 
ser. 1. pi. 35. It will now stand as Limnaetus kieneri (Geoff.).) 

23. " Hyptiopus, Hodgson (olim Baza , Hodgson).” Mr. Hodg¬ 
son having defined and published a number of new genera with La¬ 
tinized Indian names attached, was afterwards led to disapprove of 
these names and to substitute words of classical origin in their place. 
I must venture to remark upon this point that such a change was 
quite unnecessary, and it would have been far better not to have 
Ann. § Mag. N. Hist. Vol. xiii. D 
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made it. It is true that in the first instance it would have been pre¬ 
ferable to have given classical instead of barbarous names to these ge¬ 
nera, but the latter having been first published to the world, they must, 
according to the principles of zoological nomenclature now generally 
adopted by European naturalists, be permanently retained, and the 
improved classical names must sink into synonyms. (See Report of 
British Association on Zoological Nomenclature, Rule 1, and Recom¬ 
mendation A.) I trust therefore that the zoologists of India will, for 
the sake of uniformity with their European brethren, employ the first 
set of names proposed by Mr. Hodgson in preference to the second . 

25. Vultur leuconotus ; this I presume to be the same as V. indi - 
cus of Temminck (PI. Col. 26) and Col. Sykes. Two other Indian 
vultures are recorded, viz. 1. V. bengalensis of Gmelin, Latham and 
Sykes, and 2. V. indicus, Lath, (nec Tem .}), figured in Sonnerat’s 
Voy. Ind. vol. ii. pi. 105, and said by Temminck to be the young of 
V. kolbi. Does Mr. Blyth recognise these two as distinct from V. 
leuconotus ? 

32. Is the Upupa minor of India identical with that from the Cape ? 
The latter exhibits two states of plumage, viz. 1. with back, belly and 
vent deep rufous, and two-thirds of the secondaries from the base 
pure white; 2. back and belly dusky rufous, vent white, and the 
white portion of the secondaries divided across by two black bars. 
This last is said by Lichtenstein and Wagler to be the young of the 
other. Do the Indian specimens present both these states of plu¬ 
mage ? 

33. Merops indicus should be called M. viridis , Lin. 

38. The species described as allied to Halcyon smyrnensis is the 
H.gularis (Kuhl) ( H.ruficollis , Sw. A. melanoptera , Tem.) described 
by Brisson as inhabiting Madagascar and the Gambia, but both these 
habitats are probably erroneous, as specimens were brought by Mr. 
Cuming from the Philippine Islands. 

39. The u Ceryle rudis ” of India is I believe distinct from the true 
rudis of Europe and Africa, to which Ispida bicincta , Sw., is now re¬ 
ferred. (See Ann. Nat. Hist. vol. vi. p. 418, vol. xii. p. 220, where 
I have proposed the name C. varia for the Indian species.) 

42. Bucco viridis of Gmelin (“ inches long”) cannot be the 

B. caniceps y Frankl. (“ 10 inches long.”) 

43. Is not Picus strictus the same as P. goensis, Gm. ( P.peralai - 
muSy Wagl.) and P. guttacristatus, Tickell ? 

44. Is not Picus bengalensis the same as P. aurantius t Lin. ? 

52. For Cuculus niger , Latham, read C. niger , Lin. (C. orientalis , 
y, Lath.) The bird so designated by Mr. Blyth (which is the C. 
tenuirostris. Gray, and C.flavus t Jerdon,) cannot however be the true 

C. niger of Linnaeus, which is described as entirely glossy black, the 
beak orange, with its margin undulated. If it were not that the 
latter species is said to be only 9 inches long, I should suppose that 
it referred to Eudynamys orientalis. 

53. Oxylophusedolius should be denominated 0. serratus (Sparrm.). 

55. There is so much confusion among the oriental species of 

CentropuSy that Mr. Blyth would do a service by sending a descrip- 
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tion, with measurements , of the species which he intends by C . phi - 
lippensis. Is it the same as the C. bubutus, Horsf.; the C. castaneus , 
Buchanan; the C. pyrrhopterus > Jerdon; and the C. castanopterus, 
Pearson ? N.B. He may have already settled these points in his 
monograph in Journ. As. Soc. Beng. No. 46, which I have not yet 
seen. 

56, 57, 58. Are all these typical Caprimulgi} 

61. Corvus macrorhynchus of Wagler, from New Guinea, Java and 
Sumatra, is described as 21 inches long, and therefore cannot be 
the Indian C, culminatus , which is only 14 inches long. 

62. What are the ordinary dimensions of Corvus splendens ? Col. 
Sykes states its length at 18 inches, but I have a specimen which is 
only 14|. 

64, 65. The two species Gracula religiosa and indica are correctly 
distinguished. G. religiosa appears not to inhabit India, but Java, 
Sumatra, and, according to Mr. M'Clelland, Assam. The precise 
habitat of G. indica seems to be as yet undetermined, though Lesson 
states it is from Java, and Cuvier from India. 

70. Pastor caniceps should be called P. malabaricus (Gm.), and 
Mr. Jerdon should give a new name to the white-headed species 
which he called P. malabaricus. 

(I may remark that Trichostoma rostratum and affine , Blyth, are 
synonyms of Malacopteron magnum and cinereum , Eyton.) 

76. Orthotomus benneti should be called 0. longicauda. I con¬ 
sider it to be the Motacilla longicauda and sutoria (imperfectly de¬ 
scribed) of Gmelin, Sylvia guzuratta , Lath., Orthotomus sphenurus , 
Swains., and Sylvia ruficapilla y Hutton. 

77. The affinities of the genus Iora are at present very undecided, 
and if the Indian ornithologists would supply some information as to 
the anatomy, food, habits and nidifieation of these birds, it would be 
very desirable. 

79. Geocichla rubecula of India is clearly the Turdus citrinus of 
Latham. G. rubecula of Gould from Java is perhaps a distinct spe¬ 
cies, as it is said to have the tarsi 1^ inch long, while in my speci¬ 
men of G. citrina they are barely 1^ inch. 

92, 93. The Australian genus Dasyornis is now proved to be the 
type of the prior genus Sphenura, Licht.; and these Indian birds, if 
really identical in generic characters with the Australian, must as¬ 
sume the latter name. 

96. The Siphia leucura is said by Mr. Blyth, in Journ. As. Soc. 
Beng. vol. xi. p. 791, to be the Muscicapa leucura of Latham, but not 
of Gmelin. This is an error, as both authors give that name to the 
same species, which Latham says is from the Cape; but as the de¬ 
scription agrees sufficiently well with the Indian bird, he was pro¬ 
bably mistaken in the habitat. 

101. Mr. Blyth’s positive assurance confirms what I had long sus¬ 
pected, that the Muscipeta indica and castanea of authors is the sub¬ 
adult male M. paradisi. Am I right in supposing that the short¬ 
tailed specimens with black throats are still younger males, and that 

I) 2 


36 


Mr. II. E. Strickland's Notes on Mr. Blyth’s 

the very young males as well as the females at all ages are rufous, 
short-tailed, and with gray throats ? 

10b*. Pericrocotus princeps is the Turdus speciosus of Latham, and 
should retain the latter specific name. 

109. I have little doubt that the so-called “ Graucalus papuensis” 
of India is distinct from the true papuensis of New Guinea; and if 
Mr. Blyth will send an exact description of the Indian bird, perhaps 
the point can be decided. 

111. Having referred to Col. Sykes’s original specimen of his 
“ Ceblepyris cana” I find that it is not the true C. cana (which is a 
Madagascar bird), nor is it the male of C.fimbriatus, as supposed by 
Mr. Jerdon. In fact it is not a Ceblepyris (Campephaga) at all, but 
a Lalage , Boie, though with a stronger beak than the type of that 
genus. The total length is 7£ inches, beak to gape 11 lines, wing 
4 inches 1 line, tail 3 inches 4 lines, tarsus 10 lines ; head, neck, 
breast, beak and legs black; back and middle rectrices gray; belly 
and vent grayish white; wing-covers and quills black, with gray 
edges; lateral rectrices black, broadly tipped with white. If pre¬ 
viously undescribed, I would call this species Lalage sykesi. 

112. The Lanius referred to is, I suspect, the L . cristatus of Lin¬ 
naeus and L. superciliosus of Lath., in which case (the former name 
being decidedly erroneous, as the bird is not crested,) the species 
might retain the name superciliosus. 

116. Cometes krishna should be termed Chibia hottentotta (Lin.). 
(Corvus hottentottus , Lin., a name expressive of its black plumage.) 

118. Mr. Blyth, in the Journal of As. Soc. of Bengal, vol. xi. 
p. 169, has distinguished four species of Dicrurus ( Edolius, Cuv.) with 
the outer rectrices long and spatulate, but their synonymy seems to 
require some correction. It appears to me they should stand thus :— 
1. D.paradiseus (Lin.) (being certainly the Cuculusparadiseus, Lin., 
E. cristatellus , Blyth; probably E. malabaricus, Horsf., and E. 
retifer , Tem.). 2. D. malabaricus (Lath.) (Sonn. Voy. Ind. vol. ii. 
pi. Ill ; E.rangoonensis, Gould; D. retifer, Jerdon). 3. D.grandis 
(Gould) (Lanius malabaricus, Lath. Syn. Sup. i. pi. 108, copied by 
Stephens, vol. xiii. pi. 47, but not the true L. malabaricus described 
by Latham from Sonnerat; Chibia malabaroides , Hodgs.). 4. D.re- 
mifer (Tem.) (possibly E. malabaricus, Horsf.). It is the first of these 
which Mr. Blyth intends by his No. 118. 

119, 120, 121. The genus Dicrurus is still in a state of great con¬ 
fusion, notwithstanding the valuable but too concise notice by Mr. 
Blyth in Journ. As. Soc. Beng. vol. xi., and it is especially desirable 
that exact descriptions and measurements of the Indian species should 
be published, without which it is impossible for European zoologists 
to understand them. The true Lanius ccerulescens , Lin., (founded on 
Edwards, pi. 56; Lanius fingah , Shaw;) is described by Brisson as 

inches long, beak to gape 8 lines, depth of fork in the tail 8 lines. 
As the belly is said to be white, it is probably an immature bird, re¬ 
ferable, I conceive, to Dicrurus <eneus , Vieill., D. (Bratus , Steph. 
(both names founded on Levaill., pi. 176), Chaptia muscipetoides, 
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Hodgson, and Melisseus tmens , Bly th, in which case the permanent title 
of that species (if it deserves generic separation from Dicrurus) would 
be Chaptia ccerulescens (Lin.). From want of a description, I cannot 
identify the species termed ccerulescens by Mr. Blyth. The Dicrurus 
fingah of Mr. Blyth ( balicassius of Indian authors but not of Linnaeus, 
and commonly called " King Crow/') is, I apprehend, the true Di¬ 
crurus macrocercus of Vieill. ( Muscicapa biloba , Licht.; D. indicus , 
Steph.), as that is said to inhabit India, and to have the fork of the 
tail 2£ inches French (2| English) deep. If this be so, the D. ma¬ 
crocercus, Blyth, should be called D . annectens. Is the latter the ma¬ 
crocercus of Jerdon ? 

122. Ixos (more properly Pycnonotus ) cafer. Two, if not three, 
species have hitherto been confounded under this name, viz. 1. the 
true P. cafer (Lin.), inches long, the whole head, neck and up¬ 
per breast black, from South Africa. 2. P. hcemorrhousa (Gm.) 
( Muscicapa hcemorrhousa, Gm., Ixospseudocafer, Blyth), from Ceylon 

and South India ; and 3. P.-? ( Ixos cafer, Blyth), from North 

India, a description of which is wanting. Is this last the Hcemator- 
nis pusilla, Blyth, Journ. As. Soc. Beng. vol. x. p. 841 ? 

124. Pitta brachyura ; I presume Mr. Blyth intends the species so 
called in Gould's * Himalayan Birds/ possessing a black beak, white 
throat, and red vent. But the true Corvus brachyurus of Linnaeus is 
from the Moluccas, and is described with a brown beak, black throat, 
and fulvous vent, so that the Indian bird wants a specific name. A 
third allied species is the P. abdominalis, Wagl. (Edwards, pi. 324), 
with yellowish beak, white throat, a white line over the eye, and 
red vent, otherwise like the other two, said to inhabit Ceylon, and 
perhaps also Southern India. This last seems to be the same with 
the Pitta malaccensis (Scop.), superciliaris, Wagl., Sonn. Voy. Ind. 
pi. 110. 

125. Mr. Swainson describes his Oriolus hodgsoni as smaller than 
0. melanocephalus of India, which agrees with my own observations 
of the latter species. I would ask—1st, does any such bird as Oriolus 
melanocephalus (distinct from 0. monachus, Gm. (0. capensis, Sw.) 
and 0. brachyrhynchus, Sw. W. Af., in both which the primary co¬ 
vers are tipped with white ,) really inhabit Africa ? and 2ndly, if so, 
is it distinct from 0. melanocephalus of India ? If both these ques¬ 
tions be answered in the affirmative, this African species must have 
a new name, for the name melanocephalus was originally given to the 
black-headed oriole of Bengal. 

126. Col. Sykes’s name Oriolus kundoo was prior to 0. aureus , 
Jerdon, and though applied to the female only, yet it does not 
thereby lose its claim to be retained for the species. Moreover the 
name aureus is pre-engaged by Linnaeus for another species of true 
Oriolus. 

128. Motacilla lucopsis is the M . leuzoniensis of Scopoli. 

139. Pyrrhulauda crucigera is the Alauda grisea of Scopoli, and 
should retain the latter specific name. 

143. The correct designation of the Amaduvat would be Estrilda 
(not Amadina) amandava (Lin.). It is a desideratum to ascertain 
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the precise original habitats of many birds of this group which are 
so commonly kept in cages. 

144. Spermestes nisoria ; the specific name of this species should 
be punctulata (Lin.); it is not a Spermestes , that genus being de¬ 
fined by Swainson with the “ tail short, even/' Col. Sykes makes 
it the type of his genus Lonchura, which name being pre-occupied, 
Mr. G. R. Gray has changed it to Oxycerca. But I can see no ge¬ 
neric difference between it and Amadina , Sw., as typified by A.fas - 
data (Gm.), and I therefore call the species Amadina punctulata 
(Lin.). 

145. Mr. Blyth gives no authority for his name Spermestes mela - 
nocephala, but he probably refers to the Lonchura melanocephala of 
McClelland. 

147. From Mr. Blyth’s description in Journ. As. Soc. Beng. vol. xi. 
p. 601, there seems no doubt that this is the Emberiza fucata , Pall. 
(E. lesbia , Teram., but perhaps not of Gm.) 

148. This is not Erythrospiza rosea , but E. erythrina (Pall.), as 
I have proved by comparing specimens of the latter from Siberia in 
my own collection with Mr. Blyth’s description in Journ. As. Soc. 
Beng. vol. xi. p. 461. 

149. Boie’s name Phyllornis is said to be prior to Chloropsis . 
What are the anatomy, structure of tongue, food, and habits of this 
genus ? Till this question is answered, it is impossible to say whether 
those authors are most correct who class it among the short-legged 
thrushes ( Pycnonotincc ), or those who refer it to the suctorial family 
Meliphagidce. 

152. Diceum erythronotum should be called D. cruentatum (Lin.). 

153. Diceum tickellice is perhaps the Certhia erythrorhynchus 
(Lath.). What is the colour of the beak in D. tickellicc ? 

154. Vinago militaris is probably intended for the species so named 
in Gould’s * Himalayan Birds,’ which is I believe the true militaris 
of Temminck, but which ought to be called phcenicoptera (Lath.). 
The Vinago militaris of Mr. Jerdon is a very distinct and unnamed 
species, smaller than the true militaris, the beak much weaker, the 
lower belly bright yellow, and all the tail-feathers plain gray above. 
I would call it Treron jerdoni, as a deserved compliment to Mr. Jer- 
don’s labours. 

155. Vinago bicincta, Jerdon, I take to be the same as Treron 
( Vinago , Cuv.) vernans (Lin.) ( Columba purpurea , Gm.), in which 
case its range would extend from India through Sumatra and Java 
to the Philippine Islands. The Vinago unicolor of Jerdon is perhaps 
the female, but we want more information respecting the changes of 
plumage which the different species of Treron undergo. Almost 
every species presents individuals with a plain green plumage, devoid 
of the purple or orange colours of the perfect bird. Are these adult 
females, or young males ? or are they in any instance distinct spe¬ 
cies ? 

157. There is no doubt that the “ Columba risoria ” of Indian au¬ 
thors is the true Turtur risorius (Lin.) (T. erythrophrys, Sw.), ex¬ 
tending thence through N. Africa to Senegal. The S. African T. 
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vinaceus (Gm.) (T. semitorquatus, S\v.) is distinct. Major Frank¬ 
lin mentions two varieties in India, differing only in size : do these 
constitute two species ? 

161. The wild pigeons mentioned by Mr. Blyth as procured in the 
London markets, and combining the spotted wings of Columba anas 
with the white rump of C. livia, must be regarded as immature birds 
of the latter species. The Indian species is quite distinct from both, 
distinguished, besides the barred wing and gray rump, by its black 
beak, and by the metallic green feathers entirely surrounding the 
neck. It seems to be the variety of anas indicated by Wagler as 
found by Eversman in Tartary. As this species has never received a 
name, I would propose for it that of Columba intermedia , as indicating 
its relation to the two well-known species above mentioned. 

163. Francolinus gularis; I presume Mr. Blyth here intends the 
Perdix gularis of Temminck, but as he mentions no authority for the 
name, this is only a conjecture. Has Mr. B. recognised the F . lu - 
nulatus , Less. Traits d'Orn., with “ the back chestnut, the fore-neck 
brown, both spotted with black and white, belly cinnamon, spotted 
with black, from Bengal” ? 

166. The proper specific name of Coturnix textilis is coromande - 
lica (Gm.). 

167. Coturnix philippensis should be termed C. chinensis (Lin.). 

175, 176, 177. The determination of the white Egrets from dif¬ 
ferent parts of the world is so difficult, that I would request Mr. 
Blyth to publish exact descriptions and measurements of the three 
Indian species here indicated, together with any synonyms which 
he has ascertained. 

187. Argala ; this genus should be termed Leptoptilus t liQ &%. 

189. Here again we are in want of a description of the Indian 
bird, in order to determine whether it is identical with the true 
Mycteria australis of New South Wales, or, what is more probable, 
a distinct species, called by Latham Mycteria asiatica. 

193. Ibis macei ; the proper specific name of this is melanocepha- 
lus (Lath.). 

196. Is the identity of this bird with (Edicnemus crepitans of Eu¬ 
rope clearly ascertained ? Mr. Gould says, in Proc. Zool. Soc. vol. ii. 
p. 51, that (Ed . crepitans does not inhabit India. 

198. The group Lobivanellus, Strickl., typified by L . goensis 
(Gm.), is very distinct from the true Pluvianus , Vieill., of which the 
type is P. cegyptius (Lin.). 

199. The Charadrius bilobus , Gm., wants the hind toe, and con¬ 
sequently belongs to my genus Sarciophorus , not to Lobivanellus. 
Lesson describes two species, Charadrius myops with orbital, and C. 
bilobus with frontal (or more properly lorat) wattles, but possibly the 
former may be a younger state of the latter, in which the orbits are 
also expanded and membranous. 

208. It is customary to call the Indian Greenshanks Totanus gloU 
toides , but I have specimens from Madras agreeing in the most mi¬ 
nute particulars with the true glottis of Britain. The T. glottoides 
of the Himalaya may be distinct, but I suspect it represents only the 
winter plumage of T. glottis. 
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212. Is this certainly the Totanus glareola of Europe, or is it the 
T. affinis of Horsfield, which is said to be 10 inches long, and is there¬ 
fore probably distinct ? 

223. Mr. Hodgson mentions a variety of Scolopax gallinago with 
16 rectrices. This is probably the S. brehmi of Europe. 

224. Scolopax heterura ; the earliest specific name is stenura, 
Tem.; it is &. horsfieldi , Gray, and probably also biclavus , Hodgson. 

231. Is the “ Porphyrio smaragnotus” of Indian naturalists cer¬ 
tainly the same as the true smaragnotus , Tem., of S. Africa, or is it 
the P. indicus , Horsf. (P. smuragdinus , Tem.) of Java ? 

Page 230. The Anous tenuirostris of Mr. Blyth is probably the 
same as Sterna tenuirostris , Tem. PI. Col. 202, from W. Africa. 

Page 231. I had long suspected that Ninox lugubris ( N. nipalen- 
sis, Hodgs.) was synonymous with Strix hirsuta, Tem.; but Mr. H. 
described his bird as wholly unspotted above, while in S. hirsuta 
there are large white patches on the scapulars. Granting, however, 
these names to belong to one species, I should hesitate in referring 
it to the species very vaguely described by Raffles as S. scutulata, 
unless there be evidence that the Indian species has also been pro¬ 
cured in Sumatra. 

All naturalists who may consult the valuable paper which has 
given rise to the above criticisms will join with me in hoping that 
Mr. Blyth may long be enabled to continue his zoological labours. 
The impulse which has at last been given to the study of Indian 
zoology will speedily clear up the doubts which still attach to the 
subject. I would especially recommend to the naturalists of India 
to identify the numerous species of birds described by Latham from 
the drawings of Lady Impey and others, many of which have not 
been subsequently recognised. Unfortunately the original drawings 
of Lady Impey were sold by auction at her death, and I have never 
been able to trace into whose possession they passed, so that there 
is now no other clue to follow than the brief descriptions made by 
Latham from those drawings. Still these descriptions will in most 
cases enable an Indian ornithologist to recognise the species and 
correct its synonymy; a process which, in the present state of the 
science, tends almost as much to its advancement as the discovery of 
new species. Another desideratum in the ornithology of India is 
the investigation of many of the species described by Lieut. Tickell 
in the Journ. As. Soc. Beng. vol. ii. p. 569. The following species 
there described are not sufficiently ascertained, and any information 
as to their exact generic characters or synonyms will be acceptable : 
Falco lathami , Strix dumeticola , S. candidus , Muscicapa tyrannides , 
M. ccerulea (apparently not M. ccerulea , Gm.), Motacilla luzonia , M. 
cantator, Sylvia longicaudata , Motacilla affinis , M. dumeticola , Turdus 
lividus, Emberiza sylvatica, Fringilla agilis , Emberiza olivacea , Capri - 
mulgus albonotatus , Hirundo coronata, Columba agricola. The ‘ Voy¬ 
age aux Indes Orientales * of Sonnerat also contains several unde¬ 
termined, though determinable, species of Indian birds, to which 
Scopoli in his ‘ Deliciae Florae et Faunae Insubriae, Ticino, 1786/ as¬ 
signed one set of systematic Latin names, and Gmelin subsequently 
gave another. 


